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Applicant(s) 


Examiner 


Group Art Unit 





-77) MAIUNG DATE of this communication appears on the cover siieett)eneath the conB^ndence address- 
P liod for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE ' 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



MONTH(S) FROM THE MAIUNG DATE 



■ P^®^^ of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the vnaiUng date of this communication. 

H ^ specffied above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely 

NO penod for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 
Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the appOcation to become ABANDONED (35 U S C § 1 33) 
Any reply leceived by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely, may reduce any eamed patent 
temi adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). y «uiieu Kwuau 



statu 

^ Responsive to communlcation(s) filed on 
J^This action is HNAL. 

□ Sincethis application Is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed In 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G, 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

^Claim(s)^ ( 7^^32- 



Of the above claim(s)- 

□ Claim(s)- 

^;^CIaim(s) 

□ Claim(s) 

□ Claim{s)i 



Application Papers 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on 

□ TTie drawing(s) filed on 



Is/are pending in the application. 

Is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

Is/are allowed. 

Is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 

are subject to restriction or election 
requirement 



is □ approved □ disapproved. 



is/are objected to by the Examiner 



□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Pri rity under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9 (a)-(d). 
□ All □ Some* □ None of the: 

n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

□ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(^) 
^Certified copies not received: : 

Attachment(s) 



□ Infomnation Disclosure Statement(s), PrO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Notice of ReferBnce(s) Cited, PrOn892 

□ Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 



□ Int rview Summary, PTQ-413 

□ Notice of Infomial Pat nt Application, PTO-152 

□ Other 



Office Action Summary 



U.S. Patent and Trademailc Office 
PTO-^326 (Rev. 11/00) 



Part of Paper No. 



*U-S. GPO: 2000-472-999/43204 



Application/Control Number; 09/879,509 p^gg ^ 

Art Unit: 1761 

1 . An amendment (paper no. 5) has been filed on August 6, 2002. 

2. Now claims 17-32 are being examined. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

4. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefmite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which apphcant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 30 is indefmite (like earlier claim 14) in reciting "consisting essentially of instead 
of "consisting of. 

5. Claim 25 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Word "of in line 2 should be deleted. Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Rejection of claims 1, 6, 7 and 14-15 under 35 USC 1 12, second paragraph (see item 2 of 
prior Office action, paper no. 3) is now moot since those claims have been cancelled. 

7. Claims 17-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schmitt J 
(USP 6071325). 

8. Claims 23-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schmitt J 
(USP 6071325) as applied to claiml7 above, and further in view of Roe et al (USP 4751259) and 
West etal (USP 5459181. 

These rejections are now applied to above claims and are incorporated here by reference 
from prior Office action, paper no. 3, items 4 & 5 

9. Applicant's arguments filed August 6, 2002 (paper no. 5) have been fiilly considered but 
they are not persuasive. 



Application/Control Number: 09/879,509 p^gg 3 

Art Unit: 1761 

On page 6 of above paper, the applicant states that the methods and compositions of 
Schmitt and Roe are different from tackification. Exammer disagrees. It is the examiner's 
position that compositions of prior art and the one that is instantly claimed are broadly the same, 
both using similar material/s useful for binding. 

Applicant's next argument on page 6 that tackifier of Schmitt would be a toxic material is 
not acceptable because Schmitt uses caustic at as low as 2% (see Schmitt, col. 5, line 32) while 
instant invention needs crosslmking agent at as high as 15% (see instant claims 19 and 27). 

Roe and West are secondary references relied upon for their specific teachings of use of 
borax, surfactant and fibers. Motivation to combine these teachings with that of Schmitt is 
presented earUer. Applicants remarks about Roe and West therefore are not persuasive. 
10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 3 7 CFR 1.13 6(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 



Application/Control Number: 09/879,509 p^g, 
Art Unit; 1761 

1 1 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to U.K. Rajguru whose telephone number is 703-308-3224. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:30 am to 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James J. Seidleck can be reached on 703-308-2462. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9310 for regular 
communications and 703-872-93 1 1 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0661. 



U. K. Rajguru/mn 
November 22, 2002 





James J. Seidleck 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 1 700 



